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5) E3 Claim(s) 1-7.9-16.18-24.26-59.63.64.66.68 and 70-75 is/are allowed. 

6) |El Claim(s) 60-62.65.67.69 and 76 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 06 December 2001 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed April 25, 2005, has been entered and made of record. 

2. The claim objection to claim 1 has been withdrawn. 

3. The claim objections to claims 1 9-77 are withdrawn in view of their renumbering to 
18-76, respectively. 

4. The rejection of claim 61 under 35 USC 1 12 has been withdrawn in view of the 
amendment. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments, filed April 25, 2005, with respect to amended claims 1 -7, 9- 
16, 18-24, 26-59, 63, 64, 66, 68, and 70-75 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The rejections of these claims have been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 60-62, 65, 67, 69, and 70, have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. The Applicant argues in essence that 
Reed et al. (PN 6,590,996) does not disclose a "systematic error correction code". The 
examiner disagrees and indicates that Reed discloses the error correction operation 
producing a Reed-Solomon or BCH code (col. 15 lines 49-51), which are well known in 
the art as being systematic error correction codes. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 61 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 61 , the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. 
See MPEP§ 2173.05(d). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



8. Claims 60-62, 65, 67, 69, and 76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Reed et al. (PN 6,590,996) (hereinafter Reed). 
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Regarding Claim 60: Reed discloses an apparatus for embedding data into information 
material, said data comprising a plurality of source data items, said apparatus 
comprising: 

• An error correction encoder (Figure 8, 800) operable to encode each of said data 
items (Figure 802) in accordance with a systematic error correction code to 
produce encoded data items each comprising the source data item and 
redundant data (col. 15 lines 40-48) [The binary message (802) is the information 
to be embedded in the image block (Figure 8, 808). This message is first 
encoded before being embedded. The error correction encoder may be a Reed- 
Solomon or BCH encoder, which produces a systematic error correction code 
(col. 15 lines 49-51). The encoded data items also contains redundant data (col. 
15 lines 55-57).]; and 

• A combining processor (Figure 8, watermark function) operable to combine said 
encoded data items with said information material [The watermark function 
operates to combine the encoded message with the image block (808) to 
produce a watermarked image block (col. 15 lines 40-41).]. 

The analogous arguments of claim 60 are applicable to claims 65, 67, 69, and 70. 

Regarding Claim 61: Reed discloses an apparatus as claimed in claim 60, wherein said 
data items include meta data such as UMIDs. Reed's message representing the data 
items to be encoded are disclosed as possibly being a copy protection or authentication. 
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Both types of data are meta data that describe the content of the information material or 
host signal (col. 4 lines 29-30). 

Regarding Claim 62: Reed discloses a signal (Figure 8, watermarked image block) 
representative of information material in which data have been embedded by the 
apparatus claimed in claim 60 (col. 18 lines 42-43). The watermarked image block is a 
signal resulting from the combination of an information material/image block (Figure 8, 
808) and data items/message (Figure 8, 802). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-24, 26-59, 63, 64, 66, 68, and 70-75 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Craig W. Kronenthal whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-7422. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 5:00 pm / Mon. - FrL 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jingge Wu can be reached on (571) 272-7429. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



